MINUTES - FACULTY SENATE MEETING OF MAY l, 1984
The meeting was called to order at 3:35 p.m. by Chainnan Charles B. Weasmer.
I.

Correction and Approval of Minutes.

The CHAIR asked for corrections to the minutes of the April meeting.
SECRETARY DAVID D. HUSBAND said he would like to note that on page M-9, right
above section E. Admissions Committee, the following sentence should be added: "The
motion was passed as amended." Also on page M-15, instead of John F. Nolan it should
state Edward F. Nolan read the memorial.
PROFESSOR HENRY PRICE, JOURNALISM, stated that on page M-14, line 8, under his
conments, it should read "sent forward" instead of "dent forward" and he also corrected
a typographical error in the word "Journalism".
II.

Reports of Officers.
No reports.

CHAIRMAN WEASMER stated that he would like to make a few comments at this time:
Let me say that I sent the letter as requested at the last
meeting to protest the diversion of money from the state employees
insurance fund into the general fund of the state. This letter
of protest ~1as sent to the chairman and members of the House
Ways and Means Committee, the Senate Finance Committee, and to
the Governor. We also as a matter of information sent copies to
President Holdennan and the Chainnan of the Board of Trustees,
although the Chairman of the Board of Trustees was not asked
to take any action. We have received about six fonnal responses,
some justifying what was done in the Legislature in diverting
the funds, and others indicating support for our position in
the matter. All of the respondents I think have taken the matter
seriously and have given it respectful consideration even if there
is a disagreement. Even those who support the diversion of funds
treat this as being a one time situation. They do not look upon
this as being a precedent for any future action. They also agree
they are going to improve the health benefits, presumably as of
the next year, and this means certain concrete improvements such
as a dental policy, and lowering the deductible from $200 to $100.
III.
A.

Reports of CoTTJTiittees.

Senate Steering Committee, Professor David D. Husband, Secretary:
No report.

B.

Grade Change CoTTJTiittee, Professor Carol Collison, Chair:

On behalf of the Grade Change Committee, PROFESSOR COLLISON moved the adoption
of the Committee's report. The report was adopted.
C.

Committee on Curricula and Courses, Professor Robert 0. Pettus, Chair:

PROFESSOR PETTUS moved the adoption of Section I, College of Applied Professional
Sciences, a new four-year program in retailing. There being no discussion, Section I was
adopted as submitted.
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Sections II, College of Engineering; III, College of Humanities and Social Sciences;
IV, College of Journalism; V, College of Nursing; VI, College of Science and Mathematics were
adopted as submitted.
PROFESSOR PETTUS said that he had intercepted all the usual errors and typos
and that they would be corrected before this goes to press. He added that in addition the
editor of the catalog would check it again. He also said that we have asked at least three
computer vendors to consider the donation of a word processing system to the Office of the
Faculty Senate and that he thought we had a good chance of getting one.
D.

Faculty Advisory Committee, Professor Edgar P. Hickman, Chainnan:

PROFESSOR HICKMAN reported as follows:
The Faculty Advisory Committee reco111Tiends to the Senate today
the creation of a Committee on Academic Responsibility. It is
our intention that as soon as this committee can begin its work,
its first duty will be to review the student academic responsibility
procedure and propose whatever appropriate pennanent changes
it finds necessary, as well as presenting the appropriate description of the committee for the Faculty Manual.
report.

The CHAIR inquired if there was any discussion of Section I of the Committee's

PROFESSOR WILLIAM McANINCH, LAW SCHOOL, said he would like to address his question
to Professor Hickman. He asked if in part 3, did he mean to delete "Faculty Senate" in
favor of "elected by the faculty."
PROFESSOR HICKMAN responded that it was his intention to change the wording from
"elected by the Faculty Senate" to "elected by the general faculty."
PROFESSOR JANET QUINN, COLLEGE OF NURSING, spoke:
Just for clarification, no. 5 states that this co111Tiittee will
consider hearing appeals. Is that like the Supreme Court which
has discretion to grant or not grant certiorari? Will they hear
appeals or will they decide if they are going to hear appeals?
PROFESSOR HICKMAN responded that he thought it was intended that they will hear
appeals if appeals are made.
CHAIRMAN WEASMER asked "If that is _your intent will you agree to drop the word
"consider" and just say "will hear appeals"?
PROFESSOR HICKMAN responded that he would agree to that.
CHAIRMAN WEASMER then stated that no. 5 will read as follows:
5. The University Academic Responsibility Committee
will hear appeals of cases decided in College Academic Responsibility Committees when either party to the case
formally appeals on the grounds that a.) the decision was
contrary to the evidence; orb.) that the sanction imposed
is unreasonable, unjust, or inappropriate; or c.) that the
hearing procedures were violated.
The CHAIRMAN asked if there was any further discussion of Section I of the report.
PROFESSOR ROSAMOND SPRAGUE, PHILOSOPHY, asked "might they decide not to hear an
appeal in which case it would not be heard?"
PROFESSOR HICKMAN responded:
I would think that deciding not to consider the appeal
would be to hear it. We didn't want to be that specific as
to the exact procedures they will follow. It might be that
they will recommend a procedure in which they have a preliminary
hearing to decide whether or not fonnally to hear an appeal.
We were not trying to decide that question one way or the
other.
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PROFESSOR DAVID D.
item 3. He said it seemed to
from the floor for membership
that no more than two faculty

HUSBAND stated that he would like to raise a question about
him that with the present system of accepting nominations
on committees that there might be a problem in the stipulation
members shall be from the same college.

CHAIRMAN WEASMER replied that he thought we could have nominations for particular
positions or seats rather than just nominations at large.
ASSOCIATE DEAN ED MERCER, COLLEGE OF SCIENCE AND MATHEMATICS, stated that in terms
of the change that was made in section 5 he thought it would be better to phrase it so that
the committee "will consider appeals of cases" rather than "will hear appeals" because they
could then consider it without a formal hearing and reject the appeals on the grounds of not
being substantiated.
PROFESSOR HICKMAN said that as he had indicated earlier it was not the committee's
position to try to determine exactly how this would work. He added that their primary
objective was to create this committee and whether they hear appeals or consider appeals was
not particularly important and that he would be happy with either wording.
CHAIRMAN HEASMER then asked if he wished to leave the original wording "to consider
hearing appeals" or if he wished to change it to "hear appeals"?
PROFESSOR HICKMAN responded that he would agree with whatever the Senate would like.
CHAIRMAN WEASMER said, "Why don't we then leave it as your initial phraseology The University Committee on Academic Responsibility will consider hearing appeals . .
"
He added that if anyone wished to amend that by formal action they could do so and in the
absence of an amendment we will leave it as you have described it.
PROFESSOR JANET QUINN, COLLEGE OF NURSING, moved to delete the word "consider"
and change the word "hearing" to "hear".
The CHAIR stated that the motion was to delete the word "consider" so that this
section will now read "The University Academic Responsibility Committee will hear appeals of
of cases decided . . . . "
DISORDERS.

The motion was seconded by PROFESSOR GALE COSTON, DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNICATIVE
The CHAiffi1AN then asked for discussion of the amendment.

PROFESSOR GLENN ABERNATHY, GOVERNMENT AND INTERNATIONAL STUD I ES, asked Professor
Hickman if the procedure in section II was tied to the establishment of the appeals com~ittee.
PROFESSOR HICKMAN responded that the current procedure refers to the Student
Supreme Court and the only change that they made in the procedure was to eliminate references
to the Student Supreme Court and put in the appropriate references to the new committee. He
added that the change the Committee was proposing is minimum in tenns of the current
procedures .
PROFESSOR ABERNATHY then asked if it referred to the procedure for the Corrmittee
on Academic Res pons i bi'I ity.
PROFESSOR HIC~~AN answered that the procedure actually came from the administration
of the Code on Student Academic Responsibility.
PROFESSOR ABERNATHY pointed out that in Section A. l. in the proposed wording under
Appellate Procedures, it refers to presenting a written request for an appeal to the University
Committee on Academic Responsibility. He then inquired that if that was the committee that
he was attempting to establish .
PROFESSOR HICKMAN ansv1ered in the affirmative .
PROFESSOR ABERNATHY then said item 4, page A-10, makes it clear that the chairman
of the committee win meet with a quorum of the committee at the expiration of the seven day
response period and an appellate hearing shall be granted if a majority of the sitting committee
finds that the grounds for appeal are substantiated . He added that if that is the procedure
then an appellate hearing is not mandatory.
PROFESSOR HICKMAN replied that the wording was taken from the current procedures
and that they were trying to stay as close to the current procedures as possible.
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PROFESSOR ABERNATHY said that his point was to argue against the .proposed amendment which would seem to demand a hearing and to suggest that the better language would be
to follow A. 4. and use the phrase "the corrmittee will consider appeals . . . ". He also
suggested that the motion be defeated.
CHAIRMAN WEASMER asked if there was any further discussion of the amendment to
alter number 5. to say "the committee will hear appeals of the case". There being no
further discussion, the CHAIR asked for adoption of the amendment. The amendment was defeated.
PROFESSOR ROGER SULLIVAN, PHILOSOPHY, said he did not want to make a motion but in
number 3. he would like to put a hyphen between three and years and drop the "s" on "years".
PROFESSOR HICKMAN agreed to do so.
There being no further discussion of Section I, it was adopted with the correction
that the election is by the general faculty and not by the Faculty Senate.
PROFESSOR HICKMAN moved the adoption of Section II which is an attempt to take
the current Code of Student Academic Responsibility and modify it so that it is consistent
with this newly established Committee on Academic Responsibility. Section II was adopted as
presented.
E.

Faculty Welfare Committee, Professor Natalie K. Hevener, Chair:

SECRETARY DAVID D. HUSBAND said that Professor Hevener had asked him to announce
that the report from the Faculty Welfare Committee included in the agenda was for the Senate's
infonnation and that no action was necessary.
CHAIRMAN WEASMER then made the following conrnents concerning the new University
Committee on Academic Responsibility:
With the creation of the new University Committee on Academic
Responsibility, the Steering Conrnittee will present at the summer
meeting of the Faculty Senate nominations for this corrrnittee at
which time nominations can also be made from the floor. The
expectation is that the regular mail ballot will be sent out if there
are contested nominations and this will be done very early in
September. If there is a need for the corrrnittee to be in operation prior to that time, the mail ballot will be sent out in
the summer. Nonnally this is undesirable and so the intention as
of now is to wait until the fall. By having the nominations
established in the summe~ the election process can be done very
quickly.
F. Admissions Committee, Professor Q. Whitfield Ayres, Chairman:
PROFESSOR AYRES stated that he had been counseled by his good friend and colleague
Professor Ray Moore that he had been speaking much too frequently in this body in the past
academic year, so the Admission Committee is going to forego a report.
There being no further reports of committees, CHAIRMAN l•JEASMER then stated that at the
last meeting a question was raised concerning a program in nursing and Dean Baker of the College
of Nursing indicated that she would answer some of our questions here today. A representative
from the College of Nursing stated that Dean Baker had an out-of-town meeting but had every
intention of being here and perhaps she would be here later in the meeting.
CHAIRMAN WEASMER then reminded the Senate that the surrrner meeting of the Faculty
Senate will be Thursday, July 5, at 3:00 p.m. in Gambrell Hall Auditorium.
IV.

Report of Secretary.
No report.

V.

Unfinished Business.

PROFESSOR RAY MOORE, GOVERNMENT AND INTERNATIONAL STUDIES, reported:
Mr . Chairman, may I make a brief comment on an item that
brought up last time. Perhaps the Dean will have some more
infonnation but rechecking my sources on this occasion I find
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that this particular agreement was negotiated with the interim
dean and quite possibly dropped between the cracks some place.
All I can tell you is that the Chairman of the Three Rivers
ColTITiisssion, Mr. Dennis Caldwell, has a vivid memory of the
whole enterprise and would await with interest the response
from the Dean. Also Dr. Kramer, who is Chief of Staff at
Baptist Hospital along with his colleagues, Dr. Crews and
Dr. Tanner, were at these meetings along with the Provost of
the University and they have a rather vivid memory of some
pilot program that was supposed to be set in place about a
year ago and they were hopeful that it would go into effect in
January and nothing has been forthcoming. The Three Rivers
Commission, as I understand it, is a fairly influential body
and it might be well at least for the Dean to give them a
call and see if they can straighten this out.
VI.

New Business.
None.

VII.

Good of the Order.

The CHAIR asked if there were remarks for the Good of the Order. He then asked if
anyone from the---college of Nursing was prepared to deal with questions that had been raised
since Dean Baker was not here.
PROFESSOR LOIS WIDING, COLLEGE OF NURSING, said that she would have been very pl eased
to make a few colTJTients in response to Dr. Moore's question but in deference to what Dean Baker
may be expectiag to share with the group that she would certainly not wish to presume what she
had to say.
VIII.

Announcements.

PROFESSOR ROBERT FELIX, LAW SCHOOL, said that he would like to announce that recently
a South Carolina Fulbright Alumni Association was formed and on behalf of the association he
would like to hear from all former Fulbright Scholars.
PROFESSOR RAY MOORE said that as a newly elected member of the Faculty House Board
of Governors he would like to draw the Senate's attention to a membership meeting in Rutledge
Chapel at 5:00 p.m. and a desanitization meeting afterwards at the USC Faculty Club with free
beer and wine and a spaghetti dinner for $4.00.
summer .

There being no further announcements, CHAIRMAN WEASMER wished everyone a good
The meeting was adjourned at 4:10 p.m.
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